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r_. , r . r *T °i “ ,K ** “??**«* had th0 ceB * 0l Stt ”0&3d egeiast them that Arnold 
nd . ^ f not , bua 4° undGI '- In coso, the record bad to be cocked in 

sal iTnLd 0 S ! r °f “*?%* *° lr, *° iiim ln P« rt 2 of UHEBVfASH II. JSiabal has never 

a v<ora a boat. *Uafc I thoro publish'd ©bout him* 


• ^owladd 'was not a liar. t*s was aelf-consoioua about o few things, one 

« dUGa *ioo, end ha ml are presented them. Everything in hla testimony 
tnat can oe chocked does stand u P , in the finest detail, I there eet forth, 7 

war „ „ ... ^ “* a9 “ i ® ttU * *>«t*iBao*t winnows of the sixth floor, oseuns a they 

were pelt of the protection. He eaw their rifle, he soys. 11* also sow a Mogro in 

.v" ® a ,l a f“ aat » Wae fchut: Polity much precludes Oswald havlnr teen 

tuaio. iU ie la coasiutent with the dubious testimony of Amos Lae 3atne. 


1 6iliuk: ih » t because of hla youth, of the efforts he and his even 
l ^ “f ? 9 J*Z?V th0 liabilities of a too-ssrly marriage, his 
f\«i !°t? a iUtl aidnted and the stalwart efforts made by the power- 

ful ISI (which didn .. ovon file reports on their intimidation visits, about 
six in number) and the Commission's Specter, who even minaorkod photographs to 
make eheciuug Howland out more difficult, hi a obvious ©motion and foeltn/of 
guilt for not having reported thosra he thought "Sae.et Service ©gents*. he and 
hie wile would be very effective bbfore the jury. I'erticulorly would this o© true 
nfr^nni*+ r f lnt * *' uair Roraonnl otorioa and hie tondsney to exsgijarate 

BmSfiiiSSS thn y t° °f *° ° C ^! VO u a *•“-»«*** that, as a boy, he bod lost. 
? d ” amftd tho op;Oaing counsel by having established, and refuted hla 

off! el aUy-m-ixm ft> otu rod liabiHtiec, hla story would ba impressive. Carolyn 
walthers, never called as a witness, does confirm him. 'ffcey show the proa-nee of 
those other then Oswald in that pert of the building. 1’h.is is both inconsistent 
with Oswald’s having been there and consistent with the presence of others to 
from© him. The official handing of the Rowlands and the ignoring of Mrs. -a 1 there 
«il : -, I think, magnify the effect. 


Hm. Rod and can be shown end testify to the chrnge in her testimony 
that to? not In corpora tod in the published evidence but wo? misused in the Beoort 
together with the change in the lawyer's question that altered the sense of her 
nnr.’er £Tld published. I hove thin pegs of transcript. It is tbs only cos, 

I bsliev-p published by the Coarsiesien, which classified them so «r 0 n Secret", 
ftwttlng this before the jury, both vhst happened to “rs. Rowland's correction of 
on error and what the lawyer did to eltor the ttesning of her response- end tie 
fact that even the testimony was classified "Top Secret" aftsr It was published, 
rxiould, i belisr** influe&ee) the jury# ~ 


, "horo in a good ehonce that «ra. ’wither' s emotion will surface. She 

broke down whoa 2 ink Larry Rckilier Interviewed her. She. like the Howland o, x 
thought tuaxx man she cow part of the protection, think? she Jr Jr way rea- 
ponsible for the rrccidont’r death in not haring nentiondd this. 


